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of the book. In the following chapters dealing with the liability of the trustees, 
the trustees' right of indemnity, the liability of the trust-estate, and the non- 
liability of the cestuis que trust, the treatment is more felicitous. But some 
matters of considerable importance are not discussed. The possibility of creditors 
reaching the cestuis que trust through a possible right of the trustee to indemnity 
from the cestuis que trust personally, as indicated by the decision in Hardoon v. 
Belilios [1901, P. C] A. C. 118, is not mentioned. The personal risk run by 
the trustees when a tort liability is incurred and the amount of the liability exceeds 
the value of the trust estate, is not perhaps sufficiently emphasized. It is not made 
clear how far creditors have direct claims against the trust estate and how far 
their claims are dependent upon the trustees' right of indemnity. See Clack v. 
Holland (1854, Ch.) 19 Beav. 262; King v. Stowell (1912) 211 Mass. 246, 98 
N. E. 91. It is believed that a more thorough analysis of the underlying principles 
and a more complete presentation of the authorities would add to the value of the 
book. 

Austin W. Scott. 
Harvard University Law School. 

Law of Evidence. By Pitt Taylor. Eleventh edition. By Joseph Bridges Mat- 
thews and George Frederick Spear. In Two Volumes. London, Sweet & 
Maxwell, Ltd., 1920. Vol. I, pp. cii, 1-665 ; vol II, pp. 667-1468. 

The first eight editions of this treatise were prepared by Mr. Pitt Taylor himself. 
The first, which appeared in 1848, was nothing more or less than an English edition 
of Greenleaf, as the author practically acknowledged in his preface. It imme- 
diately took front rank among English textbooks on the subject. In 1864, Chief 
Justice Cockburn said of the then current edition : 'All that could be done or 
desired in this department of our jurisprudence is accomplished." The English 
reviewers commonly speak of the treatise as Taylor's "monumental work," and 
it is probably the most frequently cited text in the English Courts. The seventh 
edition required extensive changes and additions on account of the Judicature Acts 
of 1873 and 1875. And in the eighth edition, in 1885, on account of various unre- 
lated statutes which incidentally affected the prior text, so many alterations were 
called for that the author marveled at his own "intrepidity in venturing to prepare" 
it for the press. 

The present editors have used the eighth edition as the basis of their work. 
Because of developments in the law of evidence, both common and statutory, they 
have been compelled to rewrite some sections and to add others. They have 
prepared extensive new footnotes, and have endeavored, apparently with a marked 
degree of success, to assign to their proper places in Mr. Taylor's arrangement the 
cases decided between the time of preparation of the eighth edition and "the end 
of the long vacation in 1919." But it must frankly be said that what is really 
needed is not a new edition of Taylor, but a new work on evidence, which will do 
for the English bar what Mr. Wigmore has done for the American bar. Indeed, 
an English edition of Wigmore would seem to be much more useful and useable 
than this new edition of Taylor. 

E. M. Morgan. 

Yale University Law School. 



